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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Newly submitted claim 8 directed to an invention that is independent or distinct 
from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: Claim 8 is now amended 
to be in independent form, and claims "a Server for use with at least one graphics 
device, ..." which belongs to class 709. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claim 8 and claims 9 -13 which depend on 
claim 8 are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a non-elected invention. 
See 37 CFR 1 .142(b) and MPEP § 821 .03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Regarding the claim, specification does not teach 
"a computer readable medium" as claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Claim 30, as presented recites "a computer readable 
medium ..." and the specification doe not provide explanation for what constitutes "a 
computer readable medium". Therefore claim 30, as presented covers non-statutory 
embodiments (under the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim when read in 
light of the specification and in view of one skilled in the art ) embraces subject matter 
that is not eligible for patent protection and therefore is directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. In present application, a computer readable medium can be a carrier wave 
which renders the claim non-statutory. 

Note: Amending the claim limitation be adding "a non-transitory computer readable 
medium" would overcome the 101 rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1-3, 6, 15, 16, 18, 30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Walsh et al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. 
(2002/0024947). 

Regarding claim 1, Walsh teaches a mobile graphics display device (200; Fig 3), 
comprising a touch sensitive display screen (310; Fig 3) coupled to a touch screen 
processor (330; Fig 3), the touch screen processor being operable to generate first ink 
data representative of an input drawing action applied to the touch sensitive display 
screen (Column 3, lines 7-11), a graphics display (310; Fig 3) and a graphics image 
processor (350; Fig 3) operable to display images representative of at least the first ink 
data an the graphics display (Column 3, lines 7-10; Column 4, lines 9-12), and a data 
processor (320; Fig 3) operable in combination with a wireless communications 
processor (360; Fig 3) to communicate the first ink data from the mobile graphics 
display device to another graphics display device (Column 3, lines 10-25), to receive 
other ink data created by the other graphics display device (Column 3, lines 26-34), the 
other ink data being representative of other drawing action (Column 3, lines 20-22), the 
graphics image processor being operable to generate a representation of the other ink 
data with respect to the representation of the first ink data according to a common 
reference (a template = a common reference; Column 4, lines 28-31), 
Walsh fails to teach wherein the data processor is operable in combination with the 
wireless communications processor to communicate a presence signal providing an 
indication that the mobile graphics device is available to send and move ink data to at 
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least one other graphics display device of a predefined group of graphics display 
devices, to receive the presence signal from the other graphics display device, the 
presence signal being indicative that the other graphics display device is available to 
send and/or receive ink data from the mobile graphics display device, the data 
processor being operable in response to the presence signal to display an indication on 
the graphics display screen that the other device is available to send and to receive ink 
data, and following receipt of the presence signal from the other graphics display 
device, to send and to receive the ink data to and from the other graphics display 
device; as claimed. 

Luzzatti teaches a system to dynamically reveal availability status for communicating 
with one of more entities wherein the data processor is operable in combination with the 
wireless communications processor to communicate a presence signal (para [0047]) 
providing an indication that the mobile graphics device is available to send and move 
ink data to at least one other graphics display device (para [0047]; Fig 3) of a 
predefined group of graphics display devices (408, 410, 412, 414; Fig 4), to receive a 
presence signal from the other graphics display device, the presence signal being 
indicative that the other graphics display device is available to send and/or receive ink 
data from the mobile graphics display device (para [0047]) (Note: As cited, para [0047] 
describes different presence indicators. Indicator of "online" shows the other device is 
active and ready of communication), the data processor being operable in response to 
the presence signal to display an indication (para [0019]) on the graphics display 
screen that the other device is available to send and to receive ink data, and following 
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receipt of the presence signal from the other graphics display device, to send and to 
receive the ink data to and from the other graphics display device (para [0089]) (Note: 
As cited, para [0089] clearly indicates the user is available for text chat = send and 
receive ink data). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the communication system as taught by Walsh with the addition of 
communication availability as taught by Luzzatti, because this will provide a system and 
method for a user to dynamically reveal their availability status for communication with 
one of more entities or group entities thus providing a very effective way of 
communication (Luzzatti: para [0015]). 

Regarding claim 15, this is method claim and is rejected same as the claim 1, as 
explained above. 

Regarding claim 2, Walsh further teaches the mobile graphics display device, 
wherein the data processor is operable in response to a command received via the 
touch screen to establish a connection with the other graphics display device, the ink 
data produced from drawing actions from the touch screen being communicated to the 
other graphics display device (Column 2, lines 12-14; Column 2, lines 31-42). 
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Regarding claims 3 and 16, Walsh teaches a mobile graphics display device, 
wherein the data processor is operable in combination with the graphics display 
processor, as explained above for claim 1 . 

Walsh fails to teach providing a iconic representation on the display screen representing 

the presence of the other graphics display device; as claimed. 

Luzzatti teaches a system to dynamically reveal availability status for communicating 

with one of more entities wherein the system providing a iconic representation on the 

display screen representing the presence of the other graphics display device (para 

[0019]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the communication system as taught by Walsh with the addition of 
communication availability as taught by Luzzatti, because this will provide a system and 
method for a user to dynamically reveal their availability status for communication with 
one of more entities or group entities thus providing a very effective way of 
communication (Luzzatti: para [0015]). 

Regarding claims 6 and 18, Walsh further teaches the mobile graphics display 
device, wherein the data processor is responsive to an indication from the touch screen 
to communicate image data via the wireless communications processor to the other 
graphics display device (column 2, lines 3-45) 
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Regarding claim 30, this claims is rejected same as claim 1, as explained above. 
Walsh also teaches a computer readable medium programmed with a computer 
program providing computer executable instruction, which when loaded on to a 
computer causes the computer to perform (column 4, lines 56-67) the function as 
explained in claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 32, this is an apparatus claim and is rejected same as the claim 
1 , as explained above. 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Malik 
(2003/0218631) in view of Walsh et al. (6,633,746). 

Regarding claim 14, Malik teaches a server plug-in (300; Fig 3) operable in 
combination with an instant messaging server (330; Fig 3) and a data store (340; Fig 
3), to maintain connection information in association with the data stored in the data 
store (para [0022]), the connection information associated in accordance with a defined 
group to identify presence information in accordance with whether one or more of the 
predefined group of devices is available to exchange ink data (para [0006]), and 
consequent upon one or more devices being identified, to communicate ink data from a 
device from the group to any of the other graphics display devices of the group which 
are identified as being present (Fig 3; para [0041]; para [0044]) (Note: As cited in para 
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[0044] the client device in one embodiment is a general purpose digital computer, 
minicomputer ). 

Malik fails to teach the plug-in being operable to receive ink data from a plurality of 
sources and to store the ink in the data store in association with a common reference 
space; as claimed. 

Walsh teaches a communication system wherein the plug-in (Column 3, lines 35-60) 
being operable to receive ink data from a plurality of sources (200, 210; Fig 2) and to 
store the ink in the data store (Note: As cited in Column 3, lines 35-60, the system 
includes a server (computer) and it will obviously have data store (memory) for storing 
information/data) in association with a common reference space (Column 4, lines 28- 
32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the system of Malik with the communication of ink data as taught by 
Walsh, because this will provide an improved system with a touch-sensitive display 
screen and improved method of communicating using small communication device. 
Also other benefit of Walsh's system in to not only communicating with standard inbuilt 
messages, but also enable user to write on the touch sensitive display and 
communicate that information. 

8. Claims 4 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walsh et al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. (2002/0024947) as applied to 
claims 1 and 15 above, and further in view of Sun et al. (2002/0143994). 
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Regarding claim 4, Walsh and Luzzatti teaches the mobile graphics display 
device, as explained in claim 1 above. 

Walsh and Luzzatti fail to teach the data processor is operable to compression encode 
the ink data; as claimed. 

Sun teaches an apparatus for implementing ink data communication wherein the data 
processor (101; Fig 1; para [0022]) is operable to compression encode the ink data 
(Fig 4; Fig 5; para [0029], lines 1-16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the method of exchanging hand drawn data as taught by Walsh and 
Luzzatti with data compression as taught by Sun, because this will enable to reduce the 
amount of data transferred to higher functional levels without reducing the information 
representing by the raw ink data (Sun: para [0029], lines 13-16). 

Regarding claim 17, Walsh and Luzzatti teaches the method of exchanging hand 
drawn data, as explained in claim 15 above. 

Walsh and Luzzatti fail to teach compression encoding the ink data; as claimed. 
Sun teaches a method for implementing ink data communication comprising 
compression encoding the ink data (Fig 4; Fig 5; para [0029], lines 1-16). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the method of exchanging hand drawn data as taught by Walsh and 
Luzzatti with data compression as taught by Sun, because this will enable to reduce the 
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amount of data transferred to higher functional levels without reducing the information 
representing by the raw ink data (Sun: para [0029], lines 13-16). 

9. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walsh et 
al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. (2002/0024947) as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Overtoom et al. (2004/0053616). 

Regarding claim 5, Walsh and Luzzatti teaches the mobile graphics display 
device comprising wireless communication processor; as explained above for claim 1 . 
Walsh and Luzzatti fails to teach a wireless mobile radio communication interface to 
send and receive data via a radio access interface in accordance with the interface; as 
claimed. 

Overtoom teaches a mobile communication device comprising a wireless mobile radio 
communication interface (240; Fig 2) to send and receive data via a radio access 
interface (230; Fig 2) in accordance with the interface (Fig 2; para [0010]; para 
[0020]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the mobile device of Walsh and Luzzatti with the teaching of Overtoom, 
because combination of the said references would provide a method for routing call 
events to at least one termination point based on the criteria when there are multiple 
possible recipients of the data call (Overtoom: para [0006]; para [0011]; para [0012]). 
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10. Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walsh et al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. (2002/0024947) as applied to 
claims 6 and 18 above, and further in view of Payne et al. (7,003,327). 

Regarding claims 7 and 19, Walsh and Luzzatti teaches the mobile graphics 
display device, as explained above for claims 6 and 18. 

Walsh and Luzzatti fails to teach wherein a URI address or an image file; as claimed. 
Payne teaches a mobile communication device wherein the data includes a URI 
address (column 5, lines 63-67; column 6, lines 1-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the mobile device of Walsh and Luzzatti with the teaching of Payne, 
because the users of the mobile devices can automatically select, utilize and manage 
predetermined classes of contact identifies contained in information stored in and/or 
being processed by their mobile device (Payne: Column 3, lines 55-67). 

1 1 . Claims 20, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walsh et al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. (2002/0024947) as 
applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Malik (2003/0218631). 

Regarding claim 20, Walsh and Luzzatti teaches the method of exchanging hand 
drawn data, the method comprising receiving ink data from a first graphics display 
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device (Walsh: 200; Fig 2) and receiving ink data from at least one other graphic display 
device (Walsh: 210; Fig 2), 

communicating the ink data from the first graphics display device to the other graphics 
display device, (Walsh: Column 2, lines 32-47) 

communicating the ink data from the other graphics display device to the first graphics 
display device, (Walsh: Column 2, lines 32-47) 

maintaining connection information identifying the first graphics display device and the 
other graphics display device (Luzzatti: para [0047]; para [0054]), the connection 
information including a list of graphics display devices associated with a defined group 
(Luzzatti: 408,410,412,414; Fig 4) (Note: As cited devices 408, 410, 412 and 414 and 
list of graphics devices of a defined group), 

wherein the communicating the ink data from the first graphics display device to the 
other graphics display device and from the other graphics display device to the first 
graphics display device (), includes identifying presence information in accordance with 
whether one or more of the predefined group of devices is available to exchange ink 
data, and consequent upon one or more devices being identified, 
communicating ink data from a user from the group to any of the other graphics display 
devices of the group which are identified as being present (Luzzatti: para [0019]; para 
[0047]; para [0089]) (Note: As cited, para [0047] describes different presence 
indicators. Indicator of "online" shows the other device is active and ready of 
communication. As cited, para [0089] clearly indicates the user is available for text chat 
= send and receive ink data). 
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Walsh and Luzzatti fails to teach a data store in accordance with a common reference 
space; as claimed. 

Malik teaches the a method of relying presence information wherein the system 
comprises a data store (340; Fig 3) in accordance with a common reference space (Fig 
3; para [0023]; para [0024]) (Note: As cited the storage medium is accessible with 
client device 310 and 320, which indicates this is a common reference space) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the method of exchanging data as taught by Walsh and Luzzatti with the 
teaching of Malik, because this will provide a system and method for a subscriber to 
dynamically reveal their availability status for communication with one or more entities 
or grouped entitled (Malik: para [0015]). 

Regarding claim 21 , Walsh further teaches the method of exchanging hand 
drawn data, wherein the ink data communicated between the group of devices forms a 
communications session (Fig 2; Column 2, lines 22-47), the method comprising 
communicating the ink data from the session to a graphics display device requesting the 
ink data for the session (Fig 2; Column 2, lines 22-47) (Note: As cited Walsh teaches 
the method of sending/receiving data, which is interpreted as a communications 
session). 



Regarding claim 24, Walsh further teaches the method of exchanging hand 
drawn data, comprising communicating data representative of the previously generated 
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drawing to a requesting graphics display device, in response to a request for a 
previously generated drawing data (Column 3, lines 25-62). 

12. Claims 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walsh et al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. (2002/0024947) as applied to 
claim 15 above, and further in view of Malik (2003/0218631) as applied to claims 21 
above, and further in view of Sun et al. (2002/0143994). 

Regarding claims 22 and 23, Walsh, Luzzatti and Malik teaches the method of 
exchanging hand drawn data, as explained above for claim 21 . 
Walsh, Luzzatti and Malik fail to teach compression encoding at least some of the ink 
data received from the graphics display devices; as claimed. 
Sun teaches a method for implementing ink data communication comprising 
compression encoding the ink data (Fig 4; Fig 5; para [0029], lines 1-16) after a 
predetermined time has lapsed since generation of the ink data (Note: It will be obvious 
from the time the data is generated to the time compression encoding, there will be a 
predetermined time lapse). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the method of exchanging hand drawn data as taught by Walsh, Luzzatti 
and Malik with data compression as taught by Sun, because this will enable to reduce 
the amount of data transferred to higher functional levels without reducing the 
information representing by the raw ink data (Sun: para [0029], lines 13-16). 
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13. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walsh 
et al. (6,633,746) in view of Luzzatti et al. (2002/0024947) and Uusitalo (6,366,777). 

Regarding claim 25, Walsh teaches a mobile graphics display device (200; Fig 
3), comprising a touch sensitive display screen (310; Fig 3) coupled to a touch screen 
processor (330; Fig 3), the touch screen processor being operable to generate first ink 
data representative of an input drawing action applied to the touch sensitive display 
screen (Column 3, lines 7-11), a graphics display (310; Fig 3) and a graphics image 
processor (350; Fig 3) operable to display images representative of at least the first ink 
data an the graphics display (Column 3, lines 7-10; Column 4, lines 9-12), and a data 
processor (320; Fig 3) operable in combination with a wireless communications 
processor (360; Fig 3) to communicate the first ink data from the mobile graphics 
display device to another graphics display device (Column 3, lines 10-25), to receive 
other ink data created by the other graphics display device (Column 3, lines 26-34), the 
other ink data being representative of other drawing action (Column 3, lines 20-22), the 
graphics image processor being operable to generate a representation of the other ink 
data with respect to the representation of the first ink data according to a common 
reference (a template = a common reference; Column 4, lines 28-31), 
Walsh fails to teach wherein the data processor is operable in combination with the 
wireless communications processor to communicate a presence signal providing an 
indication that the mobile graphics device is available to send and move ink data to at 



Application/Control Number: 10/539,714 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2629 

least one other graphics display device of a predefined group of graphics display 
devices, to receive the presence signal from the other graphics display device, the 
presence signal being indicative that the other graphics display device is available to 
send and/or receive ink data from the mobile graphics display device, the data 
processor being operable in response to the presence signal to display an indication on 
the graphics display screen that the other device is available to send and to receive ink 
data, and following receipt of the presence signal from the other graphics display 
device, to send and to receive the ink data to and from the other graphics display 
device, each graphics display device being provided with a Subscriber Identity Module 
associated with the same operator; as claimed. 

Luzzatti teaches a system to dynamically reveal availability status for communicating 
with one of more entities wherein the data processor is operable in combination with the 
wireless communications processor to communicate a presence signal (para [0047]) 
providing an indication that the mobile graphics device is available to send and move 
ink data to at least one other graphics display device (para [0047]; Fig 3) of a 
predefined group of graphics display devices (408, 410, 412, 414; Fig 4), to receive a 
presence signal from the other graphics display device, the presence signal being 
indicative that the other graphics display device is available to send and/or receive ink 
data from the mobile graphics display device (para [0047]) (Note: As cited, para [0047] 
describes different presence indicators. Indicator of "online" shows the other device is 
active and ready of communication), the data processor being operable in response to 
the presence signal to display an indication (para [0019]) on the graphics display 
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screen that the other device is available to send and to receive ink data, and following 
receipt of the presence signal from the other graphics display device, to send and to 
receive the ink data to and from the other graphics display device (para [0089]) (Note: 
As cited, para [0089] clearly indicates the user is available for text chat = send and 
receive ink data). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the communication system as taught by Walsh with the addition of 
communication availability as taught by Luzzatti, because this will provide a system and 
method for a user to dynamically reveal their availability status for communication with 
one of more entities or group entities thus providing a very effective way of 
communication (Luzzatti: para [0015]). 

Walsh and Luzzatti fails to teach a Subscriber Identity Module associated with the same 
operator; as claimed. 

Uusitalo teaches a system wherein a Subscriber Identity Module associated with the 
same operator (MSISDN = operator; column 1, lines 9-11; column 6, lines 63-67). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
have modified the device of Walsh and Luzzatti with the teaching of Uusitalo, because 
this will provide a advantage to a subscriber who wished to have a SIM card for plurality 
of devices, but does not have to pay for tow separate subscription (Uusitalo: column 4, 
lines 20-30) 
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Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments filed November 16, 2009 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Remarks on page 11, lines 22-28 is not persuasive, because 
communication of a presence signal as cited in the office action above is taught by 
Luzzatti. Remarks on page 12, lines 5-13 are not persuasive, because Examiner is not 
relying on the section of Walsh as cited by applicant. Remarks on page 12, line 18 is not 
persuasive because Walsh teaches ink data. Further regarding remarks on page 12, 
lines 19-21 is not persuasive as this limitation is taught by Luzzatti as explained in the 
office action above. Remarks on page 13, lines 12-14 is not persuasive because the 
claim as presented not claiming the a symbol written on a first device as it was written. 
Rather the claim as presented is claiming "to display images representative of at least 
the first ink data". Remarks on page 13-14 are not persuasive for the same reasons as 
explained above. Remarks on page 15, line 24 is not persuasive because this limitation 
is taught by Walsh. 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Periss et al. (2002/0021690) and Hansmann et al. 
(2001/0016835). 

16. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PREMAL PATEL whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5892. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 6:30 to 4:00, with 
every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Amare Mengistu can be reached on (571)272-7674. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IP. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2629 

/Amare Mengistu/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2629 



